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POAU Loses Great Leader 
In Dr. Poteat’s Passing 


Edwin McNeill Poteat 


Dr. Edwin McNeill Poteat, presi- 
dent of POAU from its founding and 
through the eventful years of four 
successive two-year terms, died of a 
heart attack on December 17 in 
Raleigh, N. C., at the age of 63. 

When the board of trustees and na- 
tional advisory council convene on 
January 25 for executive sessions of 
the Eighth National Conference on 
Church and State, they will thus be 
faced with the heavy task of choosing 
a successor to this great-souled hu- 
man being whose deepest passion had 
been for the cause of religious lib- 
erty. 

_At his death the pastor of the Pul- 
len Memorial Baptist Church in Ra- 
leigh as well as the president of 
POAU, Dr. Poteat was distinguished 
both for spiritual depth and intellec- 
tual attainment. Many POAU mem- 
bers will recall his stirring addresses, 
Freedom: Heritage or Victory and 
Answer to a Challenge, delivered at 
the second and third national confer- 
ences in 1950 and 1951, and the 


Eighth National Conference Meets 
January 25-26 in Washington, D. C. 


As this issue goes to press, program details are being completed for POAU’s 
Eighth National Conference on Church and State, to be held on Wednesday 
and Thursday, January 25 and 26, in Washington, D. C., and with the 
emphasis on reasoned analysis of some of the most pressing problems in 
church-state relations ever to be faced in this country. This is your last 


opportunity to fill out and return the 
advance registration and reservation 
blank on page 7. The program will 
include: 


@ Eighth Annual POAU Banquet 
—<The Sectarian Assault on the Con- 
stitution,” address by Paul Blan- 
shard, Wednesday evening, January 
25; also, presentation of awards. 


@ Thursday Morning Session— 
“Let’s Keep Public Education Pub- 
lic,” keynote address by Dr. V. T. 
Thayer, author and educator, Janu- 
ary 26 in the National City Christian 
Church auditorium, 14th Street at 
Thomas Circle, N. W.; forum on 
church-state relations: Dr. C. Eman- 
uel Carlson, Jesse K. Lewis and Glenn 
L. Archer. 


@ Popular Luncheon—“Here We 
Stand,” address by the Rev. Dr. 
Adolph Behrenberg, pastor, First 
Presbyterian Church, Metuchen, 
N. J., Thursday, January 26, Na- 
tional City Christian Church dining 
hall. 





sparkling urbanity with which he pre- 
sided over many POAU meetings. He 
was a former president of the Colgate- 
Rochester Divinity School and the 
author of Mandate to Humanity, 
Parables of Crisis, God Makes the 
Difference and many other books. He 
had served as a Baptist missionary 
and educator in China from 1917 to 
1929 and had travelled halfway 
around the world by the time he was 
thirty. 

He is survived by his widow, Mrs. 
Wilda Hardman Poteat, and three 
children. 





@ Thursday Afternoon Session— 
“Protestant Traditions,” address by 
the Rev. Frederick H. Olert, pastor, 
Second Presbyterian Church, Rich- 
mond, Va., January 26 in the Na- 
tional City Christian Church audi- 
torium; “Roger Williams and Mary,” 
Drama Trio, University of Redlands 
(see story on page 8); “Workshop 
for Chapter Officers,’ Dr. John C. 
Mayne, Howard Weeks, the Rev. 
John Tubbs, Dr. Howard Dawson. 


@ Public Meeting, Constitution 
Hall, Thursday night, January 26— 
“Infiltrations Upon American Liber- 
ties,” address by Dr. Frank H. Yost; 
“Freedom and Public Education in 
the United States,” address by Dr. 
Willard E. Goslin; Choral Concert, 
combined choirs of Washington-area 
Seventh-day Adventist churches, Mer- 
rill E. Dawson, managing; vocal 
renditions by Fague Springmann, so- 
loist. 


* 
Vermont Ends Non-Public 
Tuition Aid; Fight Looms 


“The amount of this state aid al- 
lotment may be less than you had 
anticipated,” local public school au- 
thorities in 96 Vermont communities 
were informed by Education Com- 
missioner A. John Holden, Jr., in a 
note accompanying their 1955 state- 
aid checks. 

“Tf this is so,” he continued, “the 
reason is likely to be, in part, because 
it has recently been established that 
tuition paid for pupils in other than 

(Continued on page 3) 








Threat to Schools Seen 
In Virginia Racial Plan 


A basic change in Virginia educa- 
tion laws is the subject of a January 
9 referendum vote as this issue of 
Church and State goes to press. 
Though the proposed change contem- 
plates giving state aid only to “stu- 
dents in non-sectarian public and pri- 
vate schools,” church leaders such 
as Dr. Reuben E. Alley of Richmond 
view it as a misguided measure which 
would, among other things, open the 
door wide to tax support of religious 
instruction. Dr. Alley, editor of The 
Religious Herald, Virginia Baptist 
journal, urged voters to reject the 
proposed constitutional convention in 
an editorial of December 8 which he 
entitled, “For the Sake of Free Public 
Schools.” Approval of the convention, 
he held, would mean that: 


“. , , the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia will sponsor a system of public 
and private schools, subject to a fu- 
ture ruling by the United States Su- 
preme Court. For an undetermined 
period hundreds of children will be 
attending ‘non-sectarian’ private 
schools, indirectly financed by funds 
from the public treasury. Citizens, 
both in private conversations and at 
the public hearings before the Gen- 
eral Assembly, have inquired about 
the meaning of ‘non-sectarian’ as it 
will be applied in the proposed pri- 
vate schools. . . . To permit state pri- 
vate schools to use public funds for 
religious instruction would open wide 
the door to subsidization of parochial 
schools by the state. Evasion could 
be easily practiced by organizing pri- 
vate corporations to operate schools 
under the supervision of religious 
bodies, yet unrelated directly to those 
bodies. Baptists and all other citizens 
who believe in religious freedom need 
to be alert to this situation and to 
watch developments carefully.” 

The Virginia Methodist Advocate 
and the Presbyterian Outlook also 
opposed the constitutional-amend- 
ment plan. 


Diametrically opposed to Dr. Al- 
ley’s stand, a group at Fairfax calling 
itself the Virginia Citizens Commit- 
tee for Better Schools, while gener- 
ally supporting the proposed consti- 
tutional amendment, urged that it be 
broadened to permit “school allow- 
ances for children attending non-pub- 
lic schools, with free choice given to 
the parent or guardian as to whether 
the schools be sectarian or non-sec- 
tarian.” (This was said to be modeled 
after the machinery of the GI Bill 
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of Rights, although the latter measure 
had been designed for an entirely dif- 
ferent purpose—to enable completion 
of educational careers interrupted by 
wartime service. See Church and 
State, September, 1953, for discus- 
sion of a similar argument advanced 
on behalf of the Hill oil-for-educa- 
tion bill.) 

Among ministerial groups which 
went on record in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by the Gray 
Commission (appointed by Governor 
Stanley to find means of minimizing 
the Supreme Court decision against 
racial segregation in public schools) 
were: the Virginia Council of Church- 
es, the Roanoke Ministers’ Confer- 
ence, the Falls Church Association of 
Ministers, and Methodist and Epis- 
copal ministers of northern Virginia, 
Episcopal ministers in the Valley of 
Virginia, the Episcopal Clerics of the 
Potomac, and Church of the Brethren, 
Jewish leaders, and the Social Action 
Committee of the Northern Deanery 
of the Virginia Council of Catholic 
Women. 

The Gray Commission, in recom- 
mending amendment of Section 141 
of the state constitution (requiring 
public aid for public schools only), 
argued that its plan would be the 
best means of preventing complete 
abandonment of public schools in 
many sections of the state which were 
unalterably opposed to integration. 


+ 


Truth on Norway Enters 
‘Commonweal’ Back Door 


For the first time since last June, 
when Church and State began calling 
public attention to false statements 
about several foreign countries which 
had been circulated by Roman Cath- 
olic spokesmen, a move to rectify one 
of the errors has been made by a 
Catholic journal. To be sure, this 
particular journal— The Common- 
weal—is an unusual one in that it is 
edited by laymen rather than priests 
(as are most of the other prominent 
Catholic publications) and the recti- 
fication falls short of being a genuine 
confession of error, but its gesture 
nevertheless represents the only con- 
cession to truth on this subject which 
has appeared in any Catholic peri- 
odical. 

On the page headed, ‘“Communica- 
tions,” in The Commonweal of De- 
cember 9 appears a letter from 
Church and State Managing Editor 
Stanley Lichtenstein under the head- 
line, “Marriage in Norway,” quoting 


the July 14 affidavit of Catholic | 
Bishop Mangers of Oslo that Norway | 


does not interfere with non-Lutheran 
marriages (reproduced in Church and 
State, September). Actually, Lichten- 
stein’s letter had been sent on July 
20 in an effort to get The Common- 
weal to make a correction. It has ap- 
parently been published at this late 
date because Lichtenstein inquired on 
November 10 “whether or not you 
[the magazine’s editors] intend ever 
to make a correction?” Rather than 
make a correction directly, the lay 
weekly merely published Lichten- 
stein’s old letter. Even at that, how- 
ever, The Commonweal made an in- 
teresting omission. It dropped out of 
the text of Bishop Mangers’ state- 
ment, as quoted in full by Lichten- 
stein, the last sentence, reading: 
“Therefore I trust that the mistake 
in the statement of Bishop [James 
H.] Griffiths wil [sic] be rectified.” 
This was a reference to Bishop Grif- 
fiths of the Military Ordinariate in 
the United States, who had been re- 
sponsible for initiating the January, 
1955 propaganda campaign to dis- 
tract attention from the then-current 
headlines about marital restrictions 
in Spain by making counter-charges 
against non-Catholic countries like 
Norway. 


Infallibility 


It is not surprising that the only 
“correction”—even in this oblique 
form—has appeared in a lay rather 
than a clerical journal. Members of 
the hierarchy apparently have too 
strong a conviction of “infallibility” 
derived from the Pope, and Bishop 
Griffiths continues to maintain a 
stony silence rather than confess his 
error. 
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[MEWS Som Far and Near | 


@ A civil action by Frank C. Hughes, an atheist of Minneapolis, 
Minn., challenging the constitutionality of government employment 
of chaplains, was rejected on December 20 by the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the District of Columbia on grounds that Hughes did 
not have “status” to sue and had not set forth “a cause of action.” 
Hughes contends that the tax-paid chaplaincies are in violation of 
the Supreme Court dictum (1947 Everson and subsequent cases) 
that “No tax in any amount, large or small, can be levied to support 
any religious activities or institutions. .. .” 

@ In British Columbia, Canada, the Coquitlam Municipal Council has 
confiscated three Roman Catholic elementary and high schools at Maillard- 
ville for three-year tax arrears amounting to $7,000. Eight of Canada’s ten 
provinces tax only non-Catholics for the support of “public” schools while 
using tax payments of Catholics for the support of Catholic schools, but 
British Columbia and Manitoba require tax payments from parochial schools. 
Vancouver Archbishop William Mark Duke has been campaigning for public 
aid to church schools for 27 years, and in 1951-52 he closed the same three 
parochial schools in an effort to embarrass the public school administration 
by suddenly throwing parochial pupils into the public system. This pressure 
tactic failed, and the latest crisis again focuses the entire province’s attention 
on the issue. 

@ The United States Supreme Court has rejected an opportunity 
to decide on the merits, in a case brought by Jehovah’s Witnesses 
against a Charleston, W. Va., school board decision (“Church and 
State,” November), certain fundamental questions as to the use of 
public school auditoriums, parks, streets, sidewalks and other public 
property by religious groups. In December, the Court rejected the 
Witnesses’ appeal against alleged discrimination on the ground that 
no substantial federal question was involved. 

@ Crisanto Cardinal Luque, the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Bogota, 
Colombia, has announced that Catholic parents sending their children to the 
city’s American School will be excommunicated. The school, a Presbyterian 
institution, stated previously that because of a government decree requiring 
that Catholicism must be taught by Catholic instructors to Catholic students 
in all schools, it would accept for enrollment only students designating them- 
selves as non-Catholics. . . . The Bolivian Government, in contrast to that 
of Colombia, has acted with some vigor to eliminate anti-Protestant violence 
which has flared on repeated occasions since October 3, according to the 
December 1 issue of United Evangelical Action. Ecuador, too, is reported to 
be curbing mob action. 

@ Articles of incorporation for the Bradfordsville Public School 
Foundation were sent recently to the Secretary of State at Frank- 
fort, Ky., in a move by Bradfordsville parents to fill the void left 
by the closed-down local public high school (“Church and State,” 
October). The school would be open to all pupils “who may desire 
to avail themselves of iis facilities without distinction as to race, 
color, creed or nationai origin.” At the same time, the Bradfordsville 
parents continue to await a decision from the Kentucky Court of 
Appeals in their suit to force re-opening of the public high school 
by the Marion County School Board, which they charge has dis- 
criminated in favor of “public’-parochial schools in other areas. 
Richard Z. Drye, Louisville attorney who filed the incorporation 
papers, said that if the court orders re-opening of the public high 
school, the foundation will help to support it; if not, the foundation 
plans to build a new school or rent quarters for one. 

@ Total war on the Belgian Government’s public-school expansion program 
(with a corresponding reduction in private school subsidies) has been re- 
affirmed as Roman Catholic policy by the Christian Social (Catholic) Party 
at its recent eleventh national congress in Brussels. In a resolution sponsored 
by former Education Minister Pierre Harmel, government infringement of 
parental rights and freedom of conscience was charged; another resolution 
accused the government of instituting a policy of “violent anti-clericalism” 
in the Belgian Congo. (Church and State, July and September). 
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Vermont Tuition 


(Continued from page 1) 


public schools may not legally be 
counted as part of the average daily 
attendance for purposes of state aid. 
An opinion of the attorney general 
[Robert T. Stafford], prompted by 
questions from the auditor of ac- 
counts, has established this point.” 


$20,000 


The total reduction in payments 
was estimated to be $20,000 and af- 
fected about 500 students in all of 
the state’s 14 counties. The reduc- 
tions ranged from $8.40 in Mont- 
gomery to $1,548 in South Burling- 
ton. Roman Catholic schools in a 
majority of cases, and Protestant and 
private non-sectarian academies in 
the remainder, were involved, and 
some local districts had been paying 
tuition for students attending schools 
in Maine, New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
New York, Pennsylvania and Mary- 
land. State officials explained that 
Vermont law allows out-of-state 
payments in certain cases, as where 
students maintain residence with par- 
ents in Vermont but live with out-of- 
state relatives, or where they have 
special talents or needs which Ver- 
mont schools cannot meet. 


Old Practice 


The attorney for the South Bur- 
lington School Board—hardest hit of 
the 96 communities — advised the 
board to challenge Attorney General 
Stafford’s ruling, in the courts if nec- 
essary. In giving this advice, Attorney 
Frederick J. Fayette attacked the 
ruling for being based on a “narrow” 
interpretation of the 1949 state-aid 
law which “read into the language of 
the act the word ‘public’ in every ref- 
erence to schools, whether or not this 
word is used in the act to characterize 
the school.” Recalling that he had 
been an active proponent of the 1949 
law, Fayette asserted that its omis- 
sion of the word “public” at certain 
points “was deliberate and was cal- 
culated to preserve and continue a 
principle which had been in effect for 
more than 75 years.” He placed par- 
ticular reliance on a section of the law 
which, he said, “requires towns to 
furnish instruction in high schools or 
academies selected, without restric- 
tion, by parents or guardians if the 
town does not itself maintain a high 
school.” 

+ 

Keep in touch—renew your sub- 

scription to Church and State, 
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California Supreme Court 
Weighs School Tax Issue 


Seeking to overturn a lower court 
decision against tax exemption for 
non-public elementary and high 
schools (Church and State, Septem- 
ber, 1953), a battery of lawyers rep- 
resenting the City of Oakland, Ala- 
meda County, the State of California 
and the Roman Catholic Welfare 
Corporation of San Francisco argued 
before the California Supreme Court 
on December 5 that tax exemption 
should be granted to private schools 
because their very existence “saves” 
the taxpayers money and California 
is alone in denying them exemption. 
Alfred J. Lundberg, Oakland busi- 
nessman represented by Attorney 
Henry C. Clausen of San Francisco, 
urged the court to uphold the lower 
tribunal’s decision in the suit which 
he had originally brought. 

The State Superior Court of Ala- 
meda County had decided in 1953 by 
a 2-1 majority that Article 13, Sec- 
tion 1-C, of the amended state consti- 
tution of 1944 had not referred to 
educational institutions when it em- 
powered the legislature to grant tax 
exemption to property used for 
“religious, hospital or charitable 
purposes,” and invalidated a 1952 ref- 
erendum which had approved exemp- 
tion for schools below the collegiate 
level (colleges being already ex- 
empted). The word “educational”’ 
had been specifically deleted from the 
1944 amendment before it was adopt- 
ed, and Presiding Judge A. J. Wool- 
sey and Superior Judge Cecil Moss- 
bacher observed that the people’s 
intent had been clear. Superior Judge 
James R. Agee dissented, arguing 
that schools should be included under 
the expression, “charitable purposes.” 


Indirect Subsidy 


Clausen told the Supreme Court 
that tax exemption for religious 
schools would amount to an indirect 
subsidy in violation of the no-estab- 
lishment-of-religion clause of the 
First Amendment to the United 
States Constitution. He said that 
there was danger in California of 
crippling the public schools by 
“draining away” their funds, and that 
90 per cent of the private schools 
benefiting would be Roman Catho- 
lic, so that the effect of the exemption 
would be to favor one sect over 
others. 


Although in previous discussion op- 
ponents of tax exemption had accused 
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proponents of using misleading fig- 
ures, Attorney Andrew F. Burke, 
speaking for Roman Catholic author- 
ities, was ready with some more. He 
asserted that tax exemption for all 
non-profit private schools below col- 
legiate level in California would 
amount to “only” $1,124,000 annu- 
ally whereas operation of parochial 
schools “saves” the state $118,000,- 
000 annually. Burke also disregarded 
the Church’s fundamental position 
that education must be entirely per- 
meated by Catholic dogma to argue 
that only about twenty minutes a day 
is devoted to religious instruction in 
parochial schools. (On the question 
of the alleged “saving” to taxpayers 
from operation of church schools, see 
story headed, “Claims Catholics 
‘Give’ Public Schools Billion,” 
Church and State, September, 1955— 
available in reprint form.) 


California Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral Clarence Linn, encouraged by re- 
marks from the bench by Chief Jus- 
tice Phil S. Gibson, made much of 
the fact that the other 47 states grant 
various forms of tax exemption to re- 
ligious schools but ignored the coun- 
ter-argument that California’s 1952 
referendum measure would have 
made it the only state to grant tax 
exemption without any limitation on 
the dollar value of the exemption or 
the admission policy, curriculum and 
teachers’ qualifications of the schools 
favored under the proposition. 


The state, county, city and Roman 
Catholic lawyers were supported in 
their arguments by a friend-of-the- 
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POAU Work Receives 
High Commendation 


“Every Baptist should be grateful for POAU (Protestants and Other Americans 
United for Separation of Church and State). The organization is just what the 
name implies. It is a group of Protestants who work together with Baptists and 
all others interested in maintaining the status quo relative to the first amendment 
to the national constitution. That amendment which provides for the complete sep- 
aration of church and state is very precious to Baptists and all Protestant groups 
in America, and because it is so dear to them they are united in this organization 
to oppose every effort on the part of individuals or groups to gain financial sup- 
port of any church from any branch of government. Dr. Glenn L. Archer is the 
amiable and aggressive director of this united movement. 


errr rrr rrr - ’ 


“Most laymen are unconscious of the many efforts that are being made by some 
to secure governmental support for their particular church groups. For a long time 
the Catholic Welfare conference in Washington, D. C., has acted as a watchdog 
for the hierarchy. It is composed of intelligent Catholic laymen who are dedicated 
to what they believe, and they are men with ability to influence legislation and in- 
terpretation of existing laws. It seems to be their conviction that the state should 
support some phases of their church work, and as always in the past they are not 
going to give up the effort to have it so just because religious liberty is written 
into the constitution. To offset this movement POAU was organized, and with 
equal vigilance it has stood guard for all who oppose any change in the law that 
would give to any group of religionists an advantage through governmental support 
or favoritism. . . ."—From editorial in the (Texas) “Baptist Standard,” December 3. 


court brief filed by eleven Protestant 
groups in favor of tax exemption. 
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Dismissal Move Fought 
In Alaska Bus Case 


Alaskan officials defending a recent 
territorial school bus transportation 


law from a suit to invalidate it | 
(Church and State, April and Novem- | 


ber) have filed a motion for dismissal 
of the case on the grounds that it fails 
to state a claim against the defend- 
ants upon which relief can be granted 
and that the plaintiff has not shown 
personal injury beyond that imposed 
by the act on the general public. 

Opposing the motion on behalf of 
the plaintiff, Woodrow W. Reynolds, 
suing for “himself and all other tax- 
payers similarly situated,” Attornies 
Howard D. Stabler of Juneau, Alaska, 
and Henry C. Clausen of San Fran- 
cisco replied by citing legal prece- 
dents to show that a taxpayer may 
sue to restrain territorial officials from 
making an unlawful or unconstitu- 
tional expenditure of public funds, 
and by asserting that “the parochial 
school transportation appropriations 
and expenditures will add to his |the 
plaintiff’'s| tax burden in the face of 
an express constitutional prohibition 
against such appropriations and ex- 
penditures.” 

The case is before the United 
States District Court for the District 
of Alaska, Division Number One, at 
Juneau. 
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Tax Funds Should Go to Public 
Schools Only, Conferees Agree 


The White House Conference on Education, concluded early last month, 
concerned itself with a multitude of school problems, but there can be little 
doubt that the most significant phase of its work was embodied in the report 
on “How Can We Finance Our Schools—Build and Operate Them?”, pre- 
pared by Mrs. Pearl A. Wanamaker, Superintendent of Public Instruction, 


State of Washington, and Dr. Edgar 
Fuller, executive secretary, Council 
of Chief State School Officers, Wash- 
ington, D. C. Public interest was nat- 
urally centered on those parts of the 
report which dealt with “Federal Aid 
for Schools” and “Non-Public School 
Support,” as follows: 

“The [Conference] participants ap- 
proved by a ratio of more than two 
to one the proposition that the Fed- 
eral Government should increase its 
financial participation in public edu- 
cation. Of those favoring such in- 
crease, the overwhelming majority ap- 
proved an increase in Federal funds 
for school building construction. .. . 

“While the participants recognized 
the right of parents to educate their 
children in non-public schools in ac- 
cordance with American tradition, a 
large majority of the participants did 
not favor the use of tax funds for sup- 
port of non-public educational insti- 
tutions. . . .” 


Caution 


Advocates of a comprehensive fed- 
eral-aid program, while encouraged 
by the results of the Conference, 
found it necessary to temper their 
optimism because of continued uncer- 
tainty over the nature of the Admin- 
istration program which may be of- 
fered in the new session of Congress 
(now commencing). While the re- 
marks of Marion B. Folsom, secretary 
of Health, Education and Welfare, 
seemed to presage strong Administra- 
tion backing for a large-scale pro- 
gram, this impression was offset by a 
statement made later by Conference 
Director Clint Pace to the effect that 
the conferees’ endorsement of a fed- 
eral-aid program should not be con- 
sidered apart from another part of the 
Conference record dealing with school 
building needs and placing its em- 
phasis on an alleged need for greater 
efforts by the states. The initial Con- 
ference reports were due for further 
refinement at the hands of six sub- 
committees of the President’s Advi- 
sory Committee for the Conference, 
headed by Neil M. McElroy of Cin- 
cinnati. 

Mrs. Agnes E. Meyer, wife of the 
board chairman of the Washington 
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Post and Times-Herald and a District 
of Columbia Conference delegate, 
commented: “We shall have to keep 
our fingers crossed until we find out 
how the President will interpret Sec- 
retary Folsom’s promise of a “broad- 
ened and improved’ program of fed- 
eral aid.” Mrs. Meyer shared the 
view of certain other Conference par- 
ticipants (some favoring and some 
opposing federal aid) that the Confer- 
ence procedure had been “authori- 
tarian.” 

Church educators also offered a va- 
riety of opinions on the merits of the 
Conference. White House policy from 
the very beginning had been to in- 
vite full participation by private and 
religious as well as public school 
spokesmen, and church schoolmen 
were well represented. The largest 
number of church representatives 
were Roman Catholic because their 
school system is the largest of any 
denomination, and their post-Confer- 
ence observations ranged from _ex- 
pressions of satisfaction at the greater 
“understanding” resulting from rub- 
bing elbows with public school and 
government spokesmen, to bitter crit- 
icism of the majority of delegates for 
their opposition to government sub- 
sidization of church schools. (See 
Church-and State, October and No- 
vember, for a statement of the prop- 
osition that the Conference should 
have concerned itself exclusively with 
public school problems.) 


+ 


‘Wall Street Journal’ 
Has Fling at Educators 


A statement expressly recognizing 
the right of the private school to ex- 
ist, and of the parents to choose, and 
of the children to attend such schools 
was included in one of the reports of 
the recent White House Conference 
on Education, but this was deemed 
inadequate by the Wall Street Jour- 
nal. In an editorial of December 6, 
entitled, “By Sufferance Only,” the 
Journal charged that public educators 
were seeking the destruction of pri- 


vate school systems in order to stand- 
ardize all education “in the name of 
‘democracy.’” POAU commented in 
a letter signed by Executive Director 
Glenn L. Archer, calling the editorial 
“disturbing” because it made “unsub- 
stantiated charges against unnamed 
individuals” and departed from the 
Journal’s usual standards of respon- 
sible journalism. 


“The editorial began,” Archer ob- 
served, “by quoting a sentence from 
a report of the White House Confer- 
ence on Education. . . . The words 
quoted were clear and unequivocal, 
yet the editorial, without the slightest 
foundation, chose to read into them a 
sinister tone of ‘sufferance’ which was 
strictly imaginary. 


“The rest of the editorial, without 
citing a single example, attacked the 
‘many educators’ who, it contended, 
would undermine ail free choice in 
education, abolish private schools and 
compel everyone ‘to follow the same 
educational curriculum in the name 
of ‘democracy.’ To my knowledge— 
and I am well acquainted with the 
records of leading American educators 
—there is not a single public school- 
man of any importance who holds to 
such views. If the Wall Street Journal 
knows of any, it should name names 
and quote relevant utterances to 
prove its charges. 


Similar Charges 


“Similar charges have been hurled 
for several years by James Francis 
Cardinal McIntyre of Los Angeles 
and many of his colleagues. Unlike 
the Wall Street Journal, however, the 
Cardinal and his associates have made 
the mistake of alluding specifically 
to two books published by affiliates 
of the National Education Associa- 
tion as ‘proof.’ Thus, any citizen who 
was sufficiently interested could con- 
sult the books named—whereupon he 
would find that the clerics had twisted 
the contents of the works and mis- 
represented the positions taken. I am 
enclosing a copy of the October issue 
of Church and State . . . and direct 
your attention to the story on page 7 
which goes into the falsity of the 
charges in some detail. Please note, 
particularly, that some of Cardinal 
McIntyre’s associates were so igno- 
rant of the books they assailed that 
they even got the title of one of them 
all wrong! 


“T should think that the Wall 
Street Journal, in justice to its own 
reputation, would now want to clar- 
ify the record and withdraw its un- 
founded charges.” 











‘Separate School’ System 
Has ‘Disastrous’ Effects 


Two hundred thousand Canadian 
children are getting “a second-class 
education in third-rate schoolrooms,” 
according to Maclean’s, “Canada’s 
National Magazine,” in its issue of 
May 28, 1955. An article by Blair 
Fraser, entitled “The Grave Inequal- 
ities in our Separate Schools,” traces 
the evil back to 1866 when the Brit- 
ish North America Act was passed 
with its Section 93 giving each prov- 
ince the right to make its own school 
law provided that “Nothing in any 
such law shall prejudicially affect any 
Right or Privilege with respect to De- 
nominational Schools. . . .” 


Fraser’s evidence shows that con- 
ditions are worst in “five provinces 
which include three quarters of Can- 
ada’s population,” and that the chief 
victims are Roman Catholic children. 
Nevertheless, their church, absolute- 
ly committed to the maintenance of 
an education that is “integrally Cath- 
olic,” will not hear of any basic re- 
form in the school system. “Ob- 
viously, therefore,” Fraser observes, 
“the immediate and practical ques- 
tion in Canada is not whether we 
shall have separate schools—which 
are guaranteed by law in half the 
provinces—but what kind of separate 
schools we choose to have. Except 
for the special case of Newfoundland, 
where no fewer than four sects have 
their own school systems and share 
alike the disastrous effects of this 
fragmentation, the separate schools 
of Canada fall into four main groups: 


“1. In Quebec, where nine out of 
ten people are Roman Catholic and 
eight out of ten speak French, there 
is full autonomy and equality. Dr. 
James Paton, secretary of the pro- 
vincial association of Protestant 
teachers, says, ‘We’re well treated 
here. We get our full share of tax 
money; the Catholics go out of their 
way to be fair and even generous to 
us. We’re only embarrassed because 
the Roman Catholic schools in other 
provinces don’t get the same break.’ 
Among English-speaking provinces 
only Alberta and Saskatchewan come 
anywhere near giving Roman Cath- 
olic schools the treatment that Prot- 
estant schools get in Quebec. 


“2. In British Columbia, at the 
other extreme, Roman Catholic sep- 
arate schools get not one penny of 
public funds except for free school- 
books up to Grade VI. . . . Roman 
Catholic demands for a share of tax 
money have created a hot political 
issue in B. C., but the Roman Cath- 
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olics there are a minority of only fif- 
teen percent... . 

“3. In some provinces there are 
laws against ‘sectarian’ schools and 
these are evaded or ignored by a 
‘gentlemen’s agreement’ that the law 
will not be strictly enforced in pre- 
dominantly Roman Catholic districts. 
This is the situation in the Maritimes 
and to some extent in rural Mani- 
toba. . 


Contrasts 


“4. In some provinces Roman 
Catholic separate schools are financed 
by taxes on Roman Catholics’ prop- 
erty, with almost no share in the 
corporation taxes which are often the 
biggest and easiest source of school 
tax revenue. This is the practice in 
Ontario, and it results in a rather 
startling set of financial contrasts. 

“Ontario public schools spend $195 
a year on each pupil (average daily 
attendance) ; Ontario separate schools 
spend $119. Separate schools handle 
twenty percent of the elementary- 
school children in Ontario but get 
only eleven percent of the local school 
tax revenue. Yet to raise that amount, 
little more than -half as much per 
child, the Roman Catholic ratepayers 
have to charge themselves twice as 
high a mill rate as the public-school 
supporters.” 


Fraser then traces the great dis- 
parity in terms of salaries earned by 
public as compared with separate 
school personnel, noting: “To some 
extent these averages are affected by 
Roman Catholic monks and nuns, 
who are able to teach for very low 
salaries because they live in religious 
institutions. . . . But this is just an- 
other grievance for the Roman Cath- 
olic lay teacher, whose salary is con- 
stantly threatened by the competition 
of this ‘cheap labor.’” The writer 
pictures the plight of Lionel J. O’Con- 
nor, a top-salaried ($4,000) Ottawa 
Roman Catholic school principal who 
is obliged to take outside jobs to sup- 
port his wife and six children while 
his wife takes in boarders, and gives 
examples of teachers working nights 
as bartenders and making “so much 
money that three have stopped teach- 
ing... ,” and so on. 

“Tt’s not surprising to find fewer 
men and women going into the pro- 
fession on the Roman Catholic side,” 
Fraser continues. “In Ottawa’s public 
schools every teacher is qualified with 
either a first-class or second-class 
certificate. In the separate schools 
thirty-four are teaching by ‘letter of 
permission,’ which authorizes un- 
qualified teachers to hold jobs, and 


seventeen by ‘temporary certificates’ 
obtained by six-week summer courses. 
In all Ontario public schools only 
eighteen percent of all teachers hold 
second-class and lower qualifications. 
In the Roman Catholic separate 
schools the figure is thirty-six per- 
cent, exactly double. 

“Similar contrasts appear when 
school buildings are compared... .” 

Space does not permit Church and 
State to do justice to Maclean’s mor- 
bidly fascinating article, but nothing 
can be clearer than that the multiple- 
school system of the Canadian prov- 
inces, while theoretically exalting 
alleged “rights” of religious parents 
and church schools, is making sac- 
rificial victims of their children. 


+ 
Senate Inquiry Asked 
On Birth Control Ban 


In spite of the cancellation of the 
“religious-liberty” hearings originally 
planned by the Senate Subcommittee 
on Constitutional Rights (Church 
and State, October and November), 
it is still possible that the question 
may be touched upon, at least in- 
directly, in future sessions as the 
Subcommittee continues with its ar- 
ticle-by-article investigation into the 
current status of the Bill of Rights. 
Already, two Connecticut clergymen 
have appealed to the Subcommittee 
on a “free-speech” as well as “reli- 
gious-liberty” basis against state laws 
which make planned parenthood 
counselling illegal. (Massachusetts 
imposes similar restrictions. ) 

In asking to be heard on the sub- 
ject, the Rev. C. Lawson Williard of 
Trinity Episcopal Church, New Ha- 
ven, wrote: “My own communion 

. specifically approves the use of 
contraceptives by married couples 
when needed to protect the health of 
the wife and in some cases her life.” 
He pointed out that if he attempted 
to provide family counselling in ac- 
cord with church policy, he would 
“become a criminal under the state 
law.” 

Rabbi Rayfield Helman of Temple 
Israel, Norwalk, agreed, adding: “No 
religious group has the right to legis- 
late the religious practices and beliefs 
for another group.” 


+ 
You Can’t Do That 


Under a blue law adopted in 1883 
and still in force, Wantagh, L. I., 
florists may not sell plants on Sundays 
unless they are in bloom—Paul 
Steiner in The New York Times 
Magazine. 
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Bishops’ Demand Draws 
Further Rejoinders 


Since the issuance of POAU’s reply 
to the November 19 Roman Catholic 
Bishops’ statement (Church and 
State, December), vigorous comment 
has come from other groups, notably 
the Committee on Church and State 
of the American Humanist Associa- 
tion and the General Board of the 
National Council of Churches. 


The humanist group, in a state- 
ment of November 25, observed: 
“The Supreme Court has again and 
again declared that public money 
must not be spent for sectarian enter- 
prises. The Bishops now propose to 
break down this essential feature of 
our policy of separation of church 
and state by describing their schools 
as part of the American system. If we 
follow their advice, the result will be 
the creation of a number of denomi- 
national school systems, supported 
by the public treasury.” The state- 
ment said that “no serious educator’’ 
would deny “the right of the Catholic 
hierarchy to maintain its separate 
school system with its own funds,” 
but added that the Bishops’ demand 
for tax support made it appropriate 
to point out that “the Catholic sys- 
tem is not indigenous, not American, 
and not free,” and that the Church’s 
ultimate goal is “that complete finan- 
cial support for denominational 
schools which the Vatican has won in 
many European and South American 
countries.”’ Signers were: Dr. George 
Axtelle, New York University profes- 
sor of education and chairman of the 
committee; Dr. Joseph Blau, Colum- 
bia University professor of philoso- 
phy; Dr. Dale De Witt, regional 
director of the American Unitarian 
Association; Ralph R. Neuhoff, Sr., 
attorney, of St. Louis, Mo.; Dr. Al- 
fred McClung Lee, Brooklyn College 
professor of sociology; Dr. Edwin H. 
Wilson, director, American Humanist 
Association, Yellow Springs, O.; Har- 
old Rafton of Andover, Mass.; and 
Dr. Eleanor D. Berman of Scarsdale, 
N. Y. 

A report on public and religious 
education, drafted by a general policy 
and strategy committee and adopted 
on December 1 by leaders of the Na- 
tional Council of Churches meeting 
in Omaha, Nebr., did not refer spe- 
cifically to the Bishops’ statement but 
was clearly addressed in large part 
to the points they raised. “Those who 
desire,” the report observed, “ .. . to 
maintain private schools in which 
general education and religious edu- 


JANUARY 1956, VoL. 9, No. 1 


cation are brought together in one in- 
stitution are appropriately free to do 
so in our pluralistic society. The full 
support for such private schools 
should be provided by those who 
choose to maintain them. Asking for 
the support of church schools by tax 
funds on the grounds that they con- 
tribute to the national welfare is not 
different in principle from asking for 
the support of churches by tax funds, 
for churches surely contribute to the 
national welfare. . . .” The statement 
also observed that the “right of a 
democratic state to enforce compul- 
sory school attendance is compro- 
mised and its own existence is put in 
jeopardy when good nonsectarian 
public schools are not available for 
all children.” 


With regard to public schools, the 
National Council of Churches said it 
was wrong “‘to assume that the public 
schools are or need be God-less.” “It 
is expected,’ the statement contin- 
ued, “that they shall teach that re- 
ligion is an essential aspect of our 
national heritage and culture, that 
this nation subsists under the govern- 
ance of God, and that our moral and 
ethical values rest upon religious 
grounds and sanctions. To do other- 
wise, would be to distort history.” 


Jewish organizations, in particular, 
have expressed misgivings about this 
latter contention. ‘The new role sug- 
gested for the public school teacher,” 
declared Philip Jacobson of the Amer- 
ican Jewish Committee in a typical 
comment on November 26, “will re- 
quire that he become skilled in deal- 
ing in a so-called non-sectarian way 
with matters of faith while at the 
same time making certain that he 
does not create in our heterogeneous 
school population two classes of citi- 


zens—one composed of ‘the religious’ 
and the second consisting of all 
others. 

“The only way school boards can 
make certain all teachers qualify for 
the delicate task of providing even 
so-called non-sectarian religious in- 
struction is to impose some form of 
religious test. Here, certainly, is a 
thoroughly undesirable concept for a 
democratic people to swallow.” 
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Members Urged to Back 


POAU Advertising Plan 


POAU is primed to go into 
action with a series of —o 
advertisements in nationally 
prominent newspapers and mag- 
azines, if an adequate special 
fund for this expensive under- 
taking can be raised. By this 
means, Americans in all parts 
of the nation could be reached. 
If YOU want to help, just send 
your contribution today to: 


POAU Advertising Fund 


1633 Massachusetts Avenue, 
N. W. 


Washington 6, D. C. 


(Make checks payable to Protestants 
and Other Americans United) 








& ——. 


Arkansas Baptist Ads 


A series of advertisements setting 
forth the Baptist outlook on church- 
state relations has been planned by 
the Arkansas Baptist Convention. 
Church and State welcomes this move 
and will report on further develop- 
ments in the educational advertising 
programs of churches which take up 
this significant work. 





Soalieantiatinnntioetinnttentnnntiomteenadtid (Tear off and return to POAU today) -—-—-—-——— — — —.. 


Registration and Reservation Blank for Eighth National Conference 


Mail to POAU, 1633 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D. C. or Phone DEcatur 


2-4044. 


(...) Please Register me. $1. (2 reserved section tickets, for mass meeting, session badge 
and advance program sent to Registrants.) 


(...) Reservations: Wednesday Banquet, 6:30. Tickets $2.00. How many?.......... 
Thursday Noon Luncheon. Tickets $1.50. How many ?.000. 


(...) Sponsor: I will help sponsor Conference with a special gift of $................. $15 (..), 
$10 (....). (A box for 5 or group of 8 reserved tickets sent to each sponsor.) 


Sirs: I will attend the 8th Conference and wish to register as indicated. (x) 





Pe 

(Mr., Mrs., Miss, Rev.) 
Address  anbetiiin sts = 
City a eT 


Organization represented 


I am enclosing $ 
to POAU.) 


to cover items checked (x) above. (Make all checks payable 


(...) I will distribute advertising flyers. How many? 








Drama Trio to Appear at POAU 
Eighth National Conference 


Roger Williams and Marv, “a lyrical treatment of a dynamic moment in 
American colonial history,” will be presented by The Drama Trio of the 
University of Redlands, California, at the January 26 afternoon session* of 
POAU’s Eighth National Conference on Church and State. The historical 
drama, which had its premiere in the First Baptist Church of Los Angeles 


on Thanksgiving Eve, 1954, has since 
received wide acclaim in more than 
thirty West Coast cities and has also 
been presented over eastern televi- 
sion and radio networks as well as at 
the Broadway Tabernacle in New 
York and in Atlantic City, where the 
group received a spontaneous stand- 
ing ovation from ten thousand per- 
sons in Convention Hall last May. 

Author of the fifty-minute dramatic 
presentation is Professor Albert John- 
son, who, with his wife, Bertha, is 
co-director. The Narrator is Chellis 
Hurdle, University of Redlands 
sophomore from Los Angeles; Roger 
Williams is played by Dan White- 
side, a junior, from San Francisco; 
and Mary is played by Leticia Palm- 
er, a senior, from Long Beach. 

The Drama Trio performs without 
costumes or properties, and relies on 
vocal and pantomimic skills which 
were “a distinguished art among the 
clergy of the medieval church” long 
before the invention of modern stag- 
ing. 

Typical of many enthusiastic com- 
ments on Roger Williams and Mary 
are the following: 

“Spirit and meaning of the play 
impressive—tells with reverence and 
eloquence of two early American pio- 
neers.” —The Christian Science Mon- 
itor. 

“The whole Convention group has 
been speaking with enthusiasm of 
Roger Williams and Mary.”—The 
Rev. Edward B. Willingham, Na- 





tional Baptist Memorial Church, 
Washington, D. C. 

“A beautifully written play —a 
first-rate interpretation.”—The Rev. 
Joseph D. Huntley, Broadway Con- 
gregational Church, New York, N. Y. 


*To be held at the National City Christian 
Church, 14th Street at Thomas Circle, 
Washington, D. C. 
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State Department Presses 
Colombia to End Violence 


The United States State Depart- 
ment has protested vigorously over 
recent acts of religious persecution in 
Colombia (Church and State, De- 
cember) and is also taking steps to 
“do all that we appropriately can” 
towards ending a new wave of vio- 
lence against Protestants in that 
country. This was revealed by Cecil 
B. Lyon, acting assistant secretary 
for inter-American affairs, in a letter 
of December 2 to the Rev. Donald 
H. Gill, assistant secretary of affairs 
for the National Association of Evan- 
gelicals. Acknowledging an earlier 
letter from Gill on the subject, Lyon, 
discussing “the beating of the Rev. 
Julius Allan de Gruyter, an American 
missionary,” observed: 

“Upon learning of the attack .. . 
the Department cabled our Embassy 
at Bogota for the full particulars. The 
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Protestants and Other Americans United for Separation 
of Church and State 


1633 Massachusetts Ave., N. W., Washington 6, D. C. 


Embassy reported by return cable 
that the facts seemed to be substan- 
tially as the Department had received 
them, and that our Ambassador, after 
hearing Mr. de Gruyter’s story, dis- 
cussed the subject with the Minister 
of Foreign Relations on October 24. 
This was followed by an aide-mem- 
oire from our Embassy, giving all the 
particulars, and an interview between 
the Secretary General of the Foreign 
Office and members of our Embassy 
staff, in which our officers expressed 
their confidence that appropriate 
measures would be taken by the Co- 
lombian Government. . . . At the 
same time the officers made mention 
of the satisfaction and appreciation 
felt because of the cooperation and 
assistance of the chief military officer 
in the area, which Mr. de Gruyter has 
stressed in his account of the incident. 

“On November 3, to emphasize the 
seriousness with which the Depart- 
ment regards the incident, the Charge 
d’Affaires of the Colombian Embassy 
was called in and told that the De- 
partment is greatly concerned over 
the attack on the Rev. Mr. de Gruy- 
ter. The Charge d’Affaires said that 
he had heard nothing about the case, 
but that he would report promptly to 
the Foreign Office his conversation 
with officials of the Department. 

“After the presentation of creden- 
tials by the new Ambassador of Co- 
lombia to the United States, the sub- 
ject was discussed with him by the 
Assistant Secretary of State for In- 
ter-American Affairs. The Ambassa- 
dor was urged to bring to the atten- 
tion of his Government the impor- 
tance to good relations of acting 
promptly to apprehend and punish 
the guilty in cases of religious intol- 
erance, and the hope was expressed 
that appropriate measures would be 
taken in the case of the Rev. Mr. de 
Gruyter. 

“Our Embassy has reported fully 
on the de Gruyter incident, and its 
most recent communication states 
that Mr. de Gruyter seems to be mak- 
ing a gradual and satisfactory re- 
covery. 

“The Department is disturbed to 
learn from your letter of a new out- 
break of violence toward Protestants 
in Colombia, including several mur- 
ders. We will continue to be mindful 
of the problem which you describe 
and will do all that we appropriately 
can to meet it.” 


+ 
Last chance to register for POAU’s 


Eighth National Conference! Use 
blank on page 7. 
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